document of World Conference on Indigenous People, development of the National Action Plans as per UNDRIP and ensuring participation of and inclusion of agenda of indigenous people in the government's five year budget and development plan (CS and AILC, 2017; Chowdhury and Chakma, 2016; Mathur, 2015; Roy and Chakma, 2015; Roy, 2012) .
However, saying and doing are two different concepts. Why these recommendations are not implemented, is the main concern for this paper, will be discussed later.
Situation Analysis within Pakistan Government (1947 to 1971)
Bangladesh was part of Pakistan before 16 December, 1971 (Bates, 2011 Roy, 2000, pp. 45-47) . These same tribal communities had two level of experiences during Pakistan political regime. In the beginning, "Chittagong Hill Tracts as an Excluded Area, i.e. an exclusive homeland for indigenous peoples with restrictions on settlement to nonindigenous people" by the Constitution of Pakistan until 1963 (Roy, 2000 . After the constitutional amendment, their identity was rendered into 'non-indigenous' and became Pakistani citizen under modern political democracy. Therefore, it allowed both the government and the plain land's citizen (Bangalee) to enter into the hill (Roy, 2000, pp. 44-47) . Although Pakistan ratified ILO Convention 107, but violated the rights of indigenous people according to article eleven to thirteen related to lands. One of the prominent examples is the 'Kaptai Dam Project' by the government which submerged 54000 acres of cultivable land and displaced 100,000 Chakma people from CHT (Stavenhagen, 2013c; Roy, 2000, p.95) and approximately 40,000 Chakma people took refuge in India (Roy, 2000, pp. 96-100) . Out of that damages, less than 50 percent land was compensated in exchange with the poor quality agricultural lands and with the lesser (5 percent) financial compensations of total losses (Ibid, 2000, pp. 99-101) . The ultimate consequences were statelessness, lack of shelter, lack of livelihoods, survival crisis and loss of political identity. 
Critical Reflection

Equal Rights and Dignity Dogma
It is clearly palpable that the identity of the tribal people in CHT is not natural; but sociopolitical constructions by the dominant cultures. The dominant discourse in Bangladesh is that either they are tribes or ethnic minorities or small sects, though they identify themselves as indigenous people. Apparently, it seems non-discrimination due to the presence of formal constitutional language on equal rights for everyone who are the citizen of Bangladesh; however, in reality the critical question is to understand how the equal rights are availed by each individual, especially by the tribe? The first explanation can be what looks natural or normal or good norms may not the case as it looks (Bauman, 1989) .
Second explanation in the words of Young (2008, p.364) , "even in the absence of formally discriminatory laws and rules, adherence to normal rules and practices of occupational assignment, body esthetic, struggle over power, and the like, will tend to reproduce given categorical inequalities unless institutions take explicit action to counteract such tendencies". 
This is the reason, they are behind. This is not the fault of the government."
The above quote clearly says that the backlash has linkage with the past socio-economic back ground. The second issue is if the government makes provisions as the way these minority community wants! Therefore, the same laws and policies may not be dignified for different groups within the same country. This 'otherness', on the contrary, has been reinforced due to the same policy and norms for all as if they have to be socialized as the way of normal Bangladeshi in the name of integration or assimilation. To embody this, the modern bureaucracy or discipline, has been used as the machinery to sustain this discourse of the dominant culture (Foucault, 2012) with the power of politics.
Production and Reproduction of the "Other"
If 'indigenous' is considered as the signifier, then signified would be 'tribes', 'minor races', 'ethnic sects', "aboriginal", "adivasi", "ethnic minority", "hillmen/hillpeople" and/or "upajati (subnation/tribe/tribal)" (Roy, 2012, p.1; Roy, 2000) , 
